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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-18 are presented for the examination 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 
. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. 

3. Claims 13-18 are rejected as non-statutory because it is not tangibly embodied. 
Clainf defme/a signal-bearing medium in the preamble. However, the specification 

discloses this signal-bearing medium to be a light wave transmission. A light waves are not the 
tangible medium; therefore, claims 13-18 are non- statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mann et al 
(US. Patent 6,654801 B2) in view of Chu et al (US. Patent 6,718,376 Bl). 
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As to claim 1, Mann teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: activating 
an application program (start, stop and reconfigure the node 48 or service 54, col 9, In 29-31), 
message (exception event, col 9, In 35-45), a predetermined event (an abnormal condition within 
the corresponding node 56 or service/error, col 9, In 35-45), the application program (the control 
adapter 56 and the service adapter 52, col 9, In 34-45), an further application (the subscribing 
NCC 62, col 9, In 35-45), monitoring messaging between the application program and a further 
application for a predetermined event( col 6, In 35-45), a trigger message( trigger remoter 
system administrator notification, col 10, In 1-5), the predetermined event ( the level of error 
exception events( minor, recoverable, severe, critical or unrecoverable , col 10, In 1-5), 
parameters associated with application ( error, warning, or information only, col 10, In 1-5), 
generating a trigger message based on the predetermined event an predetermined process 
parameters associated with the application program(col 10, In 1-10), an activation command( a 
reconfiguration event, col 10, In 8-12/ start, stop and reconfiguration event, col 9, In 29-34) an 
activation command based on the trigger message operable to activate the application program( 
col 10, In 8-12, col 9, In 29-34). 

Mann does not explicitly teach generating command. However, Chu teaches generating 
command (initiates an automatic restart process, col 9, In 42-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Mann and Chu. Because Chu's generating command would 
improve the teaching of Mann by allowing the system administrator to restart the failed of 
components by identifying the errors and failures created by the service component. 
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As to claim 2, Mann teaches an indication that a connection with and application adapter 
is lost, a message indicative of the application program entering a maintenance shutdown (col 7, 
In 45-50). 

5. Claims 3-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mann et al 
(US. Patent 6,654801 B2) in view of Chu et al (US. Patent 6,718,376 Bl), as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Bhattal et al (US 2002/0064126 Al). 

As to claim 3, Mann teaches the application messaging is controlled by an integration 
broker (col 5, In 13-17), parameter from the group of activation parameters of a time interval, a 
repeat activation number, and a type of activation (col 10, In 1-5). 

Mann and Chu does not teach an application queue associated with the queue manager. 
However, Bhattal teaches an application queue associated with the queue manager (a queue- 
sharing group queue manager receives such a start request, para [0055], In 8-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Mann, Chu and Bhattat because's Bhattal's an 
application queue associated with the queue manager would improve the efficiency of Mann and 
Chu's systems by allowing the synchronization information to ensure that data is recovered to a 
consistent state to that channel recovery is achieved without loss of data integrity. 

As to claim 4, Mann teaches the application messaging is controlled by an integration 
broker based ( col 5, In 24-30), at least parameter from group of activation parameter of a time 
interval, a repeat activation number, and a type of activation, col 9, In 30-32). 
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As to claim 5, Mann teaches an activation command from one of the group of a start 
command, a resume command, and a restart command (col 9, In 27-34). 

As to claim 6, Mann teaches the application parameters comprising one of the group a. . . 
a type of activation (col 10, In 1-5), creating the process definition object based on at least one of 
the application parameters to generate the activation command (col 10, 1 -1 1). 

As to claim 7, it is an apparatus claim of claim 1; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 above. In additional, Mann teaches application activation tool (col 9, In 28-34). 

As to claims 8-18, they are apparatus claims of claims 1-6; therefore, they are rejected 
for the same reason as claims 1-6 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LeChi Truong whose telephone number is ( 571) 272 3767. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomson, William can be reached on (571) 272 3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 



Application/Control Number: 10/721,367 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2194 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIP 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 

LeChi Truong 
March 1,2007 
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